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was of God, Knox replied, and subjects must
not accept a religion, if it were untrue, " accord-
ing to the appetites of their Princes." But, she
exclaimed, did he really think that subjects had
ever a right to resist their rulers by force ? Knox
declared that this was exactly what he did mean,
for, if princes exceeded their powers, the people
were justified in restraining them by any means,
just as a son might restrain a father who went
insane. On hearing this argument, Mary could
say nothing for cc more than a quarter of an hour,*5
Knox writes ; but, when she did resume the con-
versation, she commented that her subjects were
apparently to obey Mm and not their queen.
Knox repudiated that view : his duty, he re-
torted calmly, was to see that rulers and subjects
both obeyed God. Mary said pettishly that she
would defend the Roman Church, which she
thought to be the true Church, drawing from
Knox the remark that her will was not a reason,
" neither doth your thought make that Roman
harlot to be the true and immaculate spouse of
Jesus Christ.3' The queen replied that she would
follow her conscience, and Knox pointed out that
conscience " requires knowledge, and I fear that
right knowledge you have none." Then came
the queers point that the Scriptures were inter-
preted differently, and who was to be the judge
of what she should believe. To Knox that was
no difficulty. God spoke plainly through the